
_.•.~ r" '--.....,,_.. ~ _" .••""" .•. .,

. i

"MM Docket 93·40"

Federal Commooicltlons CorIission
Office of the~ary 0
1919 M Street, . e.n ")
Washington, s4E ~

- «10 J
LU C\I ..2
(.) ~ ~
UJ 0a: 0

DOCKETFI~PY ORIGINAl
J"',fUu"J,I"I,I,,I ••I.I .. 1I





From:
To:
Delt:
Subject:

rfsmith <rfsmith@realm.net>
A16.A16(kidltv)
Im.fll..-
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I fully support the FCC's attempts to provide for meaningful educational television for children. I think that should be
extended to adult programmlng also. The networks have trashed the programming to the point that little of value to
reinforce good c:ltizwtehip and core American values are promoted over the public airways anymore. Shouldn't the
government have its own channel in all communities?

RFSMITH@REALM.NET
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JUL 2 8J995
A comment on the IIddreA to the Press Club on 26 July 95. I agree
that the pruent statu, of TV programming is that it has a negative
net value. TMt is, virt'*ly all homes would be better off without
any TV. The".ave efrects of Violence, milinformation etc. more
than 01flet all of the educational or otherwise beneficial
programming. At the very Iealt, all networks should be reuired to
donate a daily block of time to a local public education institute for
pUblic education.

AddltiOlMllly, since the abwaves are a national resource the cost of a
station 11cen.. 1houId refted its true value. To gain the required
public benefit the FCC should rescind all station and cable licenses
and offer them to the highest bidder. The resulting revenue should
support the FCC and one or more public networks. The present
situation is jUlt a huge welfare program for the networks.

I realize there are many delails to work out but the present situation
is not acceptable. Lewis Darner St. Paul MN.
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I just had to write after listening to the MPR broadr.ast this week at the National Press Club. PifI~h~rhave
3 small children and we de1initely will not allow them to watch commercial TV until it improves 100 percent. Most
programming for kids (and adults, too) is too inane, violent or sexy, and I just can't help but think it's all just a vehicle
to gat kj,ja to be little consumers. I want my children to grow up to be educated, active and analytical, and current
telovision programming seEms counter-produd;ve to meeting these goal for my children.

For now we will stick to appropriate videos and public television- which DOES teach my children to be educated.
active arid analytical. Un,", of course the government lets public television suffer from reduced funding, proving
once agllin that children and their welfare are at the bottom of its totem pole.

Theresa Jarosz Alberti sappnire@wings.network.com D()CKET FILE COpy ORIGINAl
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